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your experience, when there is very severe tension or the prospect of a really bad row, what is it that is done to secure co-operation between the military and the police ?—I have had considerable experience of working with the military in Bombay City in the industrial troubles of 1919 and 1920, when I was in charge there. I never abdicated my responsibility or functions once.
 73.	That  was  when  you   were   Commissioner   of
Police   in   Bombay   City ?—Yes.    I   called   in   the
military under the authority vested in me and we
collaborated.    Orders  were  issued   by  the  military
commanders,   but   only   in   consultation   with   the
Commissioner of Police,  and if it was necessary, if
the situation had passed beyond our control, all we
had to do was to say to the military officer, " Will
" you please assume control ? " and he passed such
orders   as   he  thought  necessary  to  restore   order.
That was done only twice, I think.-
 74.	Those troubles were in Bombay City in 1919
and 1920 ?—Yes.
 75.	Now let us come to the rest of the Presidency,
of which you are Inspector-General of Police.    Have
there, during your term as Inspector-General, been
occasions when  it  has  been  thought  necessary  to
secure military aid in connection with restoring internal
order ?—Only in Sholapur, where they called out in
time of grave emergency the Volunteers—the A.F.I.
 76.	The volunteers ?—Yes.
 77.	Here in Poona, for instance, there is a very
considerable military station, as we know ?—Yes.
 78.	I am glad to think it is not necessary, but I
should like to understand what would be done if it
was   necessary.    What   is   the   system   here ?—The
first thing we do if there is presage of trouble is to
warn the military and  ask them to stand   by, and
they do so.
 79.	That is  to say, they have  the men  ready in
barracks ?—Yes, to move at the shortest notice.'   If
the situation  develops  badly,   those  men  may  be
moved to a more central position, and then finally
they may be brought actually on  to the scene of
action.    It has not been done during the eight years
I have been Inspector-General.
80.	Then I would like you to tell me one other
thing, so as to be clear and frank about it.  . Supposing
that there is a sudden outburst of trouble of an
intensely communal kind, what is your impression
of the public feeling ?    Is the ordinary public here
equally satisfied, if there is communal trouble,  to
have the police handled by an efficient police officer
•who is himself of either one conflicting party or the
other, or does the public, in a case like that, show
any desire to have the situation handled by an English
policeman, not, I suggest, at all because "the English
policeman, is any better man, but because he is neither
of one side nor of the other, by race or religion.    Is
that how you find it ?—I think that is so.
81. Tell us within your experience how you find it is ?—Within the last month or two we have had a serious outbreak of communal disorder in a place called Godhra, in this Presidency. It so happens that the Superintendent of Police there is a Mu-hammadan. He is a very fine police officer, and also a very fine Muhammadan ; he is known in fact, as the Maulvi Sahib, which I think is rather significant, because it means that he is a man who is really a true follower of his own religion. There was straight away an outcry from the leading Hindus ot that locality, demanding Ms immediate transfer and tfiey even went so fax as to suggest that he mmself had prompted the riot, although he was not there at the time, and a lot of loose statements were made which must have made his position extremely invidious; but he has been working very well indeed, and investigating the cases. We have given him the assistance of some officers who cannot be accused of communal bias one way or the other both of whom are Parsis, just the same as we had to do at Broach for the actual investigation
 
 82.	If I follow what you arc telling us,  which is
certainly very interesting, the sort of difficulty you
seem to sketch is not, of course, the difficulty that
the   Indian  officer  is   not   a   perfectly   upright  and
responsible person, but that his own circumstances
expose him to suspicion and attack ?—Yes, exactly.
 83.	I dare say these difficulties arise in a greater
or less degree in every country where there is strong
feeling.    I suppose these difficulties really have to be
got over by tact and good sense and firmness on your
own part ?—Partly.
 84.	You have to decide whether there is to be a
transfer or what help can be y;iven ?—That is so.
 85.	Major Attlec \   T want to ask about the personal
relationship between the public and the police force,
the   attitude   of   the   populace   towards   the   police,
which differs from country to country.     In England
we say,  "If you want to know the time, ask a police
man."    The attitude is rather a friendly one.  What
would  you  say  as   to  the  general   attitude  in   this
country in this respect ?—It is hard to say.     I think
it varies in different parts arid at different times.
 86.	Is the policeman regarded, for instance, merely
as something rather external to the life of the place,
to keep order, or would he be regarded as a sort of
person you could turn to in time of trouble, to ask
advice, and so on ?—There is not the same feeling
for a policeman in this country as there is for the
policeman at home, that is perfectly certain.      I think
that the people regard him in this way ;   they abuse
him, and yet if he is removed they want him back.
I cannot put it more clearly than that.

 87.	A necessary evil ?—A necessary evil, yes.
 88.	Could you just give me what the proportion
in a district of the armed police is to the unarmed ?—
Very roughly, I think, about 1  to 8.    Twenty-five
per cent. I s'hould say are armed, possibly 80 to 35
per cent.    It varies.
 89.	In this Presidency does the local police officer
conduct prosecutions before the Magistrate himself ?
—We have got a special prosecuting sergeant.    The
investigating officer is  not allowed  by the law  to
prosecute, so we have a number of prosecuting officers
who are trained pleaders, who join as prosecutors,
and confine themselves entirely to prosecuting im
portant cases.
 90.	What is the reason for their being in the police
force ?    To our idea, a public prosecutor is someone
who is entirely apart from the police.—The public
prosecutor takes up the more important cases.    Any
thing of real importance is taken up by the public
prosecutor ;  but the police prosecutors deal with the
smaller cases.
91.	What  I   wanted   to  get   was,   they  are   en
rolled policemen under the discipline of the police
force ?—They are not enrolled policemen, no ;    they
are in the same way as the clerical establishment
is a part of the service.    They have no powers under
the Police Act.    They are not police officers.    They
do not wear uniform, and they have, as I say, no
powers   under   the   Police   Act.    They   are   simply
prosecutors, but for administrative convenience they
are placed under the orders of the Superintendent of
Police.
 92.	Has it ever been suggested  that they could
more suitably be under the District Magistrate ?—
No.
 93.	You were pointing out your own position as> a
policeman ?—Yes.
 94.	That you were responsible for the discipline of
the force ?—Yes.
 95.	But the actual utilisation of it,  I gather, is
in   the   hands   of   the   District   Magistrate ?—The
District Magistrate is responsible for law and order,
but he interferes in no detail.
 96.	I. cannot quite  make out why those prose
cuting officers should be still tinder the police force.
I should have thought it was rather invidious from
the public point of view.—It has never been other
wise since they were first enlisted in 1909, and I have
never heard the point raised  before.    I  have  not
considered any possible objection.

